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Int rvi w Summary 



Applicati n No. 

10/066.414 - 



Examiner 

Sherman D. Basinger 



Applicant(s) 

HIRAOKAET-AL 



Art Unit 

3617 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1 ) Sherman D. Basinaer . (3) . 

(2) Mr Guiliana . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 21 May 2003 . 

Type: a)n Telephonic b)n Video Conference 

c)^ Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)|^ applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)n Yes e)S No. 

If Yes, brief description: . 



Claim(s) discussed: of record-more soecificallv 13-20 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Ziealer: Nakai et al ar)d Isoaawa . 

Agreement with respect to the claims was reached. g)l3 was not reached. h)n N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: applicant argued each objection and rejection set forth in the first office action, a 
decision on the allowability of the claims was not made during the interview due to the complicated nature of the case 
and the number of obiections and rejections set forth in the first office action, a more careful review of applicant's 
arguments, any amendment to the claims and the prior art of record is needed in order to make a clear detenvination 
of patentability. . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 



THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 71 3.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 



SHERI^N BASINGER 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 




Examiner's signature, if required 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
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Interview Summary 



Paper No. 6. 



^Plbmary of Record of Interview Reqiiiremeq|||||^ 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (IWIPEP). Section 713.04, SubsUnce of Interview Must be Made of Record 

TItie 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

IlLZSnXrabt'a^^ ^ ^'"P'^*^ o^^he reasons presented at the Interview as 

wananting favorable action must be fOed by the applicant. An intennew does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 .1 1 1 . 1 .135. (35 U.S.C. «2) 

All u • ML^i. -i." ' -37-CFR-§4. 2 -Business to be transacted in writina ~ 

interview b^cTeckTaThf aSri^^^^ 'rf " « '^^^ of substance has been discussed during the 

ci;,7ro!^J^^f , ^""^ ""'"S '''^"'^s- Discussions regarding only procedural matters directed soielv to restriction 

requ^ements for which interview recordation is othenvise provided for in Section 812JB1 of the Manual of PatertB^S Pr^^^ or Sntina 

^hL^.^n^?,':?' T°'^ °' ""'"'^f^'? ^"P* " «««^"*'' the interview r^orS^Su^^^^^ vZS me 

substance^f an ntem^^^^^ ,„ Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary RecoKreq^red 

contents" si ionTtL fr™? T„t ^ ^T.^" appropriate Paper No., placed In the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
rnnri,!I^«n * wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form Is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 

rJr h o/i?o S^^^ T"'^' "^ ^^ '"^"^^ apXrt-sVorreipoJdl^ address 

aSanLTtSe the Fol^^^^^^ additional corrapondence f^om the examiner Is not likely before an allowance or if other 

arcumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly atter the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following infomiatlon: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

-■-Nameof applicant _ 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (appltoant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indksation whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

~ a^hm!!I?IIf*''**''*' V agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

KlXh3?nTyre e^^^^^^^^^ "^'"^ * « '"-"'"V ^ 'e-^-ve'L does 

. - The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form Is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

shniiiri Jl^t^a^^^ ""^V^lf ^."1'"^' ^PP"''^"* °f or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case It 

n A K/^rrin^tinn 1 ^"l?-!?!"!^ ""^ '^^st the following applicable items: 

1 ) A biief descnption of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an Identification of the claims discussed, "u^i^u. 

3) an Identification of the specific prior art discussed 

tll^'S'^Z^ri'^.TZX^^^ ' ^""^'^""^^ "^•"^^ "'^ - ^--y --"bed on the 

5) -a-bnefidentification-of the-general thrust of the principal arguments presente 

r^ouir^r Th! "^^d not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 

LXinlr J,„ k1 "f^'I""-?' ^^S"'"*"'^ «"fn«ent if the general nature or thmst of the principal argumerrts ^0 the 
rf^rih! th ""ders ood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to SaLe arri ftiHv 

6) a aeneTnir,!" V^""'"*".*^ "^'S^ '"'S'" ^^'^^^^ the examiner.) '"^ 
6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

accurate. JfSLrwJKrapS^^^^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement airibSef to ll^ZTf'Ifteli!^!!^^^,^^!!^ ^TT ^ '•'^ of the 

paper recording .h? iSnr^^h'irn^;:;^^^^^^^^^^^^ ^'^^ "'^ ^^^-^ °^ - '''e 
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